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In reply I would point out that this electorate is less than a tenth of the total constituency of the College; that it has, never been asserted that all the Fellows are consulting surgeons, but it is true that all the Council are. There never has been a general practitioner, Fellow or Member, on tlle Council, and it is not likely that there ever will be, on the present franchise, as the majority of the Fellows are consultants. So, most certainly, the Council cannot be said to be a representative one, whien, of 18,000 Members 16,000 have no direct representation at the Council.
The second point states "that the Council are not prepared to advocate measures in opposition to the opinions of a large number of the present electorate."
That is to say, the Council entrenclhes itself behind its own privileges, and refuses to surrender any of them in the interest of fair and just representatonj, wlhich undoubtedly would improve the relations existing between the Members and the Council and be for the mutual advantage of Fellows and Members. Moreover, the President ignores the fact that some years ago the Asscciation of Fellows passed a resolution in favour of the Council granting Members a share in the management of College affairs. INDIRECTr ADVERTISING. SIR,-On reading the account of the discussion on the above topic at the meeting of the General Medical Council on December lst I was astonislhed to find a total ignorance of the part played by the ordinary journalist writing in the lay press. It seems to be supposed that everv paragraph complained of is inspired by, and even sometimes paid for by, the medical man named. I venture to say, both as a journalist and as a medical man, that such is certainly not the case. The public interest in medicine and in medical men is so great nowadays that the. " news" editor of the daily press seeks such paragraplhs as being of public interest. If a prominent man is operated upon the man in the street likes to know who did it, and the wise journalist tells him. If the big politician consults Sir X. Y.-about his health he does not always conceal the fact from his friends, and the astute paragraph writer does not miss the-item for his column in the " Daily Inkpot." The press hap a right to record the work and doings of all public men-irrespective of their wishes-and prominent medical men are interesting public men. This of course has nothing to do with the obviously, paid paragraphs of " moves " and " ad(dresses." The public do not care for such items of news, but the public do care to know who cut off Lady So-and-so's leg or the name ot the "famous surgeon" who is attending a popular actress for appendicitis. No reporter worth his salt would fail to find out such information. And are the surgeons in question to be put in Dr. Bolam's pillory because the penny-a-liner has earned his pennies? What have they had to do with it? Again, a prominent doctor reads a paper at a popular congress. It is widely discussed. His remarks are of public interest, and being so constitute a big advertisement for the doctor. Why not? Tlhe answer is, Because some unknown members of the profession never get the same chance. The idea is contemptible. It springs-from the lowest form of emotionjealousy. It has no other basis, and it constitutes a very common failing in our profession. One sees it constantly in medical life-",my opponent," "the opposition," applied to those who should be regarded as-.colleague.s in the noblest of all professions. One could multiply instances of professional irritation at success in others, but it hardly seems worth while. The point I wish to emphasize is, that whatever rules and regulations may emanate from Dr. Bolam as a sort of medical sin-srneller, are likely to be utterly disregarded by those who uphold the liberty of the press and the right of the public to be informed about men and matters, medical or otherwise. I have no personal interest in this matter of advertisement as a doctor.-I am, etc., December Ilth.
A JOURNALIST AND DOCTOR.
THE SMALL-POX OUTBREAK AT POPLAR WORKHOUSE. SIR,-The following note regarding an outbreak of smallpox that occurred in the burgh of Kirkintilloch in November, 1920, may not be without interest. There were 33 cases, 32 of which were infected directly or indirectly by the first case; this was a child, 12 years of age, unvaccinated, whose symptoms were comparatively mild, and whose illness was diagnosed as chicken-pox (this occurred before chickeu-pox.
was compulsorily notifiable); after a few days in bed sbe was able to be up and about; she infected in the first place her five brothers and sisters (all unvaccinated) and her parents (vaccinated in infancy only); these first 8 cases of the outbreak all made complete recoveries; of the succeeding. 25 cases 11 died. In all, 19 cases were unvaccinated, of whom 7 died, a mortality of 37 per cent.; but if we exclude the comparatively mild cases occurring in the 6 unvaccinated children of the family wlhere the outbreak originated, there remain 13 cases (of whom, as stated above, 7 died) with the hiigh mortality of 54 per cent.; it slhould be furtlher added that the ages at death were from 5 to 11 years, a period of life when mortality is fairly low and resistance to disease good.
The numbers involved in this epidemic are of course too small to permit the makina of any general inference; but they show that at least one outbreak originatcd in a mild case where the symptoms were not masked by vaccination, and though commencing with a mild tvpe of the disease (among the unvaccinated) it rapidly became virulent. did so for some time. The conditions existing in the "hospital" were found to be appalling; as instances, specula were never sterilized after use in each individual case, after inspection or treatment; douche nozzles the same; and, most incredible of all, the matron and staff were compelled (there was no other alternative) to use the same lavatories and baths as diseased patients.
Notwithstanding the faulty system of administration, etc., after considerable experience the conclusion is irresistible that there is but one way of dealing with such diseases, and that is by isolation in conjunction with segregation. Treat the victims as if they were suffering from small-pox or other contagious diseases, and we will be spared the reiteration of shibboleths and moral platitudes. Although such a systemwhich according to the moralists " legalizes vice"-has been tried in various countries it cannot be admitted that it has been attended with any great measure of success, but this because, except in some parts of Germany, it has never been properly carried out. Take, for instance, the conditions briefly outlined as existing in Cairo: is it fair to condemn a system of prophylaxis carried out under such ghastly circumstances, more calculated to spread disease than to prevent it ?
The fact is that this peculiar branch of medical practice has never been divorced-as it should be-from its moral aspects, and appears to be only too frequently associated with incompetence and callousness and to rest on a corrupt basis.
Perhaps not the least regrettable fact in connexion with this unsavoury controversy is the prominent part taken in it by women. It may be that they are overtaxed by our social system of to-day; if such is the case the standard of civilization which exacts so much from their biological requirements cannot survive indefinitely. 
